THERE has been considerable controversy as to whether or not sulphonamides have a specific effect on the, virus of trachoma. The answer to the question has importance not only for the correct treatment of the disease, but it also has importance as an aid in the classification of the group of morphologically indistinguishable viruses to which that of trachoma belongs. The extensive literature on the subject has been reviewed so often that it would only be -tedious if I were to do so again in this communication. Sufficient be it for me to say that of the numbers who have written on the subject a substantial nrajority has claimed a specific effect for sulphonamides upon the virus. Most of the protagonists of sulphonamides have -depended upon clinical observation. This in a disease whose end-point is so ill-defined, and in which the stage at which it ceases to be infectious is largely a matter of conjecture. Some have submitted sulphonamides to the more critical test of examining smears of conjunctival scrapings for the presence or absence of tht specific inclusion bodies before and after the course of treatment. The sulphonamide most extensively used has been sulphanilamide administered internally.
THERE has been considerable controversy as to whether or not sulphonamides have a specific effect on the, virus of trachoma. The answer to the question has importance not only for the correct treatment of the disease, but it also has importance as an aid in the classification of the group of morphologically indistinguishable viruses to which that of trachoma belongs. The extensive literature on the subject has been reviewed so often that it would only be -tedious if I were to do so again in this communication. Sufficient be it for me to say that of the numbers who have written on the subject a substantial nrajority has claimed a specific effect for sulphonamides upon the virus. Most In the cases selected for penicillin therapy the drug was administered locally in the form-of drops, 2,500 units per c:c.
The drops were instilled into the conjunctival sacs every two hours during the 24 hours for a period of two weeks, and-in addition, in cases Nos. 11 and 12 swabs soaked in the solution were inserted into the upper fornices for five minutes once per day.
In 18 of the 54 cases specific inclusion bodies were found. A number-of the series were treated with sulphonamides and a lesser number with penicillin. Only cases in which inclusion bodies were found, either before or after treatment, are dealt with in this communication. It is appreciated that the inclusion, of cases which were negative before treatment but were positive after, treatment, while-representing a true finding, is a weighing: factor against the therapeutic value of sulphonamides or penicillin being established. It is felt that this weighing factor is more than counterbalanced by the difficulty in finding inclusion bodies in conjunctival scrapings. 'While the identification of specific cell inclusions can be accepted as a positive result, failure to find them even after a long search is very far from proving the reverse.
Data concerning the cases treated with sulphonamides is set out in Table I , and that concerning the cases treated with penicillin in Table II. 
